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M&. Sanford Ungar 
The Washington Post 
1515 L St., MW 
Washington, D.C. 

Bear Hr# Ungar, 

Careful reading of your today’s quotation of the NSC plan on clianging tho law 
on secrecy discloses it will serve other purposes, if it does not have that deliberato 
intent. It will cover much more than what are called "official secrets" of a legitimate 
or seiiii-legitimuto nature# It will have the effect of nullifying tho so-called "Freedom 
of Information Law", 5 U.S.C.552. 

If you will compare some of tho language you quote with tho Congressional reports 
on that bill (l have one or both) , you wil ^ find that tills proposal would reinstate 
exactly tho definitions the Congress founu to bo utterly meaningless, that it will have 
the effect of empowering he withholding of what this law no longer permits to be witliQ 
held. Congress wont further and explained that it eliminated tho kind of language tills 
proposal would reintroduce precisely because it made possible the withholding of almost 
anything anybody in tho executive branch wanted to liide* 

Comparing tlds proposed language and it3 meaning with -Lyndon ^ehnson’s Fourth of 
duly oration (lit#) might bo fun. It appears at the beginning of the Attorney General’s 
Memorandum on the f 01 • I believe I loaned it to you to copy. If not, it was -aekonsio 
or another of your non covering tho courts# His statement was to commemorate the going 
into effect of ta new law# 

own fairly extensive experience with tile FOI is tliat it is ignored or lied about 
to the point of ay getting into courb# Within the past week I got something that Iiad been 
withhold from me for a long time in response to the last step required preliininaiy^to 
filing# There was no reason for it not to have been given to me on first request# t is 
not subject to classification, was not classified, is just embarrassing to an official 
position# This duplicates what lias happened fairly often# In the so-called 1970 de- 
classification of Warren G'om JLssion materials a fairly largo percentage was of Materials 
a friend and I had boon positing for for years# Mitchell denied mo copies of some of it 
wldlo Ids own department was declassifying it! Mitchell called it, as I recall, law- 
enforcement files, which was never, ever, true of any of it# The most regular liar in 
my experience is Kleindienst# Paul Valentine has copies of ray correspondence with 1dm 
where he denied liaving copies of public, court records# He thought he was safe in saying 
tlds, oven though DJ initiated the papers, because he had confiscated the court ’ 3 copies! 

I had other proof of tlds, but the nice thing was state's unwillingness to be sued, which 
led then to giving me the proof tliat Kloindienst, personally, had what I asked for. Even 
after lie knew I had tliis proof lio continued to lie, and not until the case was about to be 

heard did Mitchell over-rule Kleindionst* Even then they held out on me and I had to go 

to court to get what Mitchell had promised# The summary- judgement I got was not r eported# 

These aro the kinds of tilings that will bo the most common if the NSC proposal becomes reality# 

It is not genuine official secrets but "public information" tliat will bo most of what './ill 

be lddden# Bureaucrats get so uptight about some of this they corardt p or jury . itli ftdr 
frequency# I have charged it three times without denial. Sincerely, 

Harold Weisberg 


